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The Utah Division of Oil, Gas and Mining (“Division”) submits the following

Memorandum in Opposition, under Utah Administrative Code Rule R641-105-200, to Newfield

Production Company’s (“Newfield”) request to backdate a spacing order in two sections. The

request to backdate the spacing orders would violate the doctrine laid out by the Utah Supreme



Court in Cowling. The federal land agencies’ laws and rules neither require the Board to
backdate spacing orders nor prohibit communitization agreements for lands where spacing orders

are entered and effective after the first date of production.

BACKGROUND FACTS

A. The lands subject to this request were originally spaced in 2012.

On March 8, 2012, Newfield submitted a request to the Board asking it to space certain

lands in Duchesne County. Request for Agency Action at 2, 15, Newfield Prod. Co.

(“Newfield I"”), Docket No. 2012-013, Cause No. 139-90 (Bd. of Oil, Gas & Mining Mar. 8,
2012) (modified Apr. 9, 2012). The Board granted this request and spaced units over many
sections of land on May 9, 2012. Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law and Order, Newfield I,
Docket No. 2012-013, Cause No. 139-90 (Bd. of Oil, Gas & Mining May 9, 2012). At the same
time, the order said its effective date for one, particular section of land was to be retroactive to
April 7, 2012, which was the date of first production for a well within that section.

Two of Newfield’s wells, that is, the Nickerson #6-7-3-2W and Odekirk #11-12-3-3W
wells (“Nickerson” and “Odekirk” wells, respectively), were spud and put into production
before the Board entered its original, Newfield [ spacing order on May 9, 2012. The Nickerson
well first produced on March 21, 2012, producing 11,764 bbls and 10,955 mcf during the forty-

nine days before the spacing order’s existence. Pet’r’s Exhibits, Newfield Prod. Co. (“Newfield

III""), Docket No. 2014-017, Cause No. 139-116 (Bd. of Oil, Gas & Mining Mar. 7, 2014)



(Exhibit C). The Odekirk well first produced on April 14, 2012, producing 28,376 bbls and

20,901 mcf during the twenty-five days before the spacing order’s existence. 1d. (Exhibit E).

B. Newfield recently asked to force-pool the Nickerson and Odekirk wells, but
continued it until May 2014, after the Board decides whether to backdate the

Newtfield I spacing order.

On January 10, 2013, Newfield requested the Board force pool five wells, including the

Nickerson and Odekirk wells. Request for Agency Action at 2, Newfield Prod. Co.

(“Newfield IT”"), Docket No. 2014-010, Cause No. 139-115 (Bd. of Oil, Gas & Mining Jan. 10,

2014). Newfield later asked the Board’s Hearing Examiner to continue the matter in regard to
the Nickerson and Odekirk wells until a later time. Hearing Examiner’s Recommended Findings
of Fact and Conclusions of Law at 2, Newfield II, Docket No. 2014-010, Cause No. 139-115
(Bd. of Oil, Gas & Mining Feb. 26, 2014). The Hearing Examiner granted the continuance. Id.
And Board has granted Newfield’s motion to continue the request to force-pool these two wells
until next month’s regular hearing on May 28, 2014. Second Order Continuing Portion of
Hearing at 1, Newfield II, Docket No. 2014-010, Cause No. 139-115 (Bd. of Oil, Gas & Mining
Mar. 25, 2014).

After Newfield first moved to continue the force-pooling matter involving the Nickerson
and Odekirk wells, Newfield filed the current matter requesting the Board amend the original,
Newfield I spacing order’s effective date for the two sections where the Nickerson and Odekirk
wells lie. Request for Agency Action at 5, Newfield III, Docket No. 2014-017, Cause No. 139-

116 (Bd. of Oil, Gas & Mining Mar. 7, 2014).
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C. The Odekirk well lies on a tract of land owned by an unlocatable mineral
interest owner and a located, unleased mineral owner.

Based on conversations with Newfield, the Division believes there is one unlocatable,
unleased working-interest owner and an unleased mineral interest owner of this private tract of
land. It is currently unclear if the located, unleased mineral interest owner has agreed to share

the pre-spaced production with the unit.

DISCUSSION

The Cowling holding that the law of capture generally prevents pooling orders from
predating spacing orders guide the Board. Newfield should not be allowed to backdate the
original spacing order to maneuver around the Cowling because there is no inequitable conduct
here justifying a departure, because federal law does not require it, because to backdate spacing
orders carries a risk of disturbing property rights even if the parties seem to waive those rights.

The Memorandum will address each of these topics in turn.

L To protect the law of capture the Board should not amend the effective date of
spacing orders to make room for pooling orders.

Until a spacing order is entered, the law of capture largely governs oil and gas

production. Cowling v. Bd. of Oil, Gas & Mining, 830 P.2d 220, 225, 228-29 (Utah 1991) see

also Phillip Wm. Lear, Utah Oil and Gas Conservation Law and Practice, 1998 Utah L. Rev. 89

(“In Cowling . . ., the Utah Supreme Court held that, although the [Oil and Gas Conservation]

Act might modify the rule, it did not displace it, ruling that the law of capture applied to the
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drilling of exploratory wells under well location and siting rules and until entry of the Board’s
formal spacing order.”). Accordingly, the Utah Supreme Court has held that “[a]n owner’s
failure to take action to establish and protect his or her interest in production prior to the entry of
a spacing order constitutes a waiver of that interest until a drilling unit is established.” Id. at 228

quoted with approval in Hegarty v. Bd. of Oil, Gas & Mining, 2002 UT 82, § 36, 57 P.3d 1042

and Adkins v. Bd. of Oil. Gas & Mining, 926 P.2d 880, 884 (Utah 1996).

The court, in Cowling, described the development of Utah Oil and Gas law. In 1955, the
Legislature modified the law of capture by passing the Utah Oil and Gas Conservation Act,
which instituted what was the predecessor to the modern Board of Oil, Gas and Mining.
Cowling, 830 P.2d at 224-25 see also Lear, supra, at 95-97 (providing a more detailed history).
Although one purpose of the Conservation Act was to protect correlative rights, Utah Code Ann.
§ 40-6-1 (West 2013), those rights fail to guarantee a share of production determined by the
volume of a pool a person owns. Cowling, 830 P.2d at 225. The Legislature made that clear by
defining correlative rights as an owners’ “opportunity . . . to produce [their] just and equitable
share . . ..” Utah Code Ann. § 40-6-2(2)) (emphasis added).

The Supreme Court, when discussing correlative rights, noted that they are sometimes
unascertainable until the Board enters a spacing order. Cowling, 830 P.2d at 226. And because
pooling agreements or forced-pooling orders are the tools to enforce correlative rights, “a
pooling order must . . . be based on the existence of a drilling [or spacing] unit.” Id.

Importantly, even though the court never explicitly prohibits the backdating of spacing

orders, that must be the case when the spacing order defines correlative rights, largely terminates
5
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the period when the producer may capture the resource under the law of capture, or both. If not,
the Cowling holding would have little practical effect. The court said a spacing order is a
“prerequisite” to pooling, id. at 228, and that for a well lying where “no preexisting . . . spacing
order has been entered, the rule is that a pooling order should be effective no earlier than the date
of the spacing order . . . .” Id. at 229. Logically, these statements rely on a spacing order’s date
of entry being fixed and immovable. Otherwise, the court would likely have discussed under
what circumstances the Board might move the effective date of the spacing order. Especially
because, in Cowling, that would have been an option for the Board because it denied a spacing
request for lack of evidence in 1983, but later granted a request to space and force-pool in 1985,
and then amended the effective date of the pooling order back to 1983. Id. at 222. So, although
the Supreme Court never said the Board must not move spacing orders, the court must have
intended them to remain fixed.

The Cowling holding should not be limited to the narrow set of facts of that case. The
court discussed the history of the Ucolo No. 2 and how it “was the discovery well of the pool it
drained, there[fore there] was no spacing order in effect when the well was completed.” Id. The
court did focused on how there was a lack of a spacing order, not the wildness or riskiness of the
well. In fact, every time the court mentions “wildcat,” “discovery,” or “exploratory” wells, the
court always discussed the importance of how they are not yet spaced. The important factor was
that the well was unspaced, not whether it was part of a known field. Id. at 226, 227, 299.
Furthermore, if the Board were to apply the Cowling holding to only risky wells, it would create

confusion on who owns the production of any unspaced well. Operators and property owners
6



enjoy having clear rules, and if the Cowling holding were limited in that way, it would create
confusion.

Note that backdating spacing orders to the date of the petitioner’s filing date would still
violate the Cowling holding. The court said that “until the Board acquires the necessary data in a
formal hearing, makes findings of fact, and enters a spacing and drilling unit order” correlative
rights are normally unascertainable. Id. at 226. And because correlative rights must be
ascertained before they can be force-pooled, the entry of the spacing order is usually the soonest
time when rule-of-capture production ends. In sum, it cannot be the filing of the petition because
the rule of capture still governs until the entry of the spacing order. In Oklahoma, a pooling
order can relate back to the filing date; however, under Oklahoma'’s statutes, the filing of a
spacing petition triggers a ban on offset drilling which obstructs the law of capture. Kuykendall

v. Helmerich & Payne, Inc., 741 P.2d 869, 872 (Okla. 1987). Because the petition filing

effectively ends the law-of-capture production in Oklahoma, spacing and pooling orders are
allowed to relate back to the filing date. Id. Utah’s laws differ—mineral owners may offset drill
to protect their interests up until a spacing order prohibits it. Cowling, 830 P.2d at 228.
Therefore, backdating spacing or pooling orders to the filing date of a spacing order is
unwarranted.

In sum, the Cowling holding means that a spacing order should not be amended to allow
a pooling order to get to a place where it was once prohibited. An unwarranted amendment to a
spacing order should not sidestep the prohibition of pooling orders predating spacing orders.

There is an exception to this rule, but Newfield should not be able to claim it in this matter.
fi
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1L No special circumstances justify allowing a pooling order to take effect before the
original entry date of the spacing order.

The court, in Cowling, also held that under certain “inequitable or overreaching
conduct,” a pooling order may predate a spacing order. Id. at 227, 229. The court discussed how
the Nebraska Supreme Court allowed this to “remedy inequitable conduct” by a party who
employed “‘obvious delaying tactics.’” Id. at 227 (discussing and quoting In Re Farmers
Irrigation Dist., 194 N.W.2d 788, 792 (Neb. 1972)). A petitioner’s oversight is not one of those
circumstances. When the law of capture governs, a late request for a spacing order must not be
an inequitable outcome because then almost any spacing order entered after first date of
production could be backdated. Imagine if courts allowed mistakes to overcome a statute of
limitations.

III.  The existence of federal, Indian, or allotted land lying within the spaced lands
should not affect the Board’s decision.

Indian and allotted lands lie within the spaced sections that are the subject to Newfield’s
request. But this should not affect the Board’s analysis because the federal agencies can still
enter cooperative agreements pooling rights even if the spacing order comes after a well has
produced. Neither the Bureau of Land Management (“BLM?”) nor the Bureau of Indian Affairs
(“BIA”) are bound by any law, rule, or formal policy or guidance that would prohibit them from
entering into a cooperative agreement that pooled only those resources produced after a spacing

order coming after the first date of production.
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Congress instructs the BLM to follow conservation principles, such as maximizing
production and minimizing waste, see 30 U.S.C. § 226(m) (2012); however, Congress instructs

BIA to consider the Indians’ best interests, Kenai Oil & Gas, Inc. v. Dep’t of Interior, 671 F.2d

383, 387 (10th Cir. 1982). Yet, before the BIA may make a decision on whether to pool
resources, it must confer with the BLM, so the BLM’s rules and policies affect BIA’s decisions.
See 25 C.F.R. §§ 211.3,211.4,212.3,212.4 (2011). Accordingly, BLM’s rules will be analyzed

first; followed by the BIA’s.

A, BLM’s rules and manuals do not require the Board to backdate spacing or
pooling orders.

The Mineral Leasing Act, as amended, allows the BLM to enter communitization
agreements that pool production of federal and private land “[f]or the purpose of properly
conserving the natural resources . . ..” 30 U.S.C. § 226(m). Congress likely envisioned the BLM
as working cooperatively with state conservation agencies unless the BLM found it in the public
interest to create a federal unit, overriding the state laws and rules. See id. Likewise, Congress

gave the BLM the power to enter communitization agreements. Id.
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When separate tracts cannot be independently developed and operated in
conformity with an established well-spacing or development program, any lease
... may be pooled with other lands . . . under a communitization . . . agreement
providing for an apportionment of production or royalties among the separate
tracts of land comprising the . . . spacing unit when determined . . . to be in the
public interest . . . .

Id. Note that Congress did not limit, nor discuss, BLM’s powers to enter an agreement based on
the effective date of a spacing order.

One BLM rule says that “communitization agreements are considered effective from the
date of the agreement or from the [first] date of ... production . .., whichever is earlier, except
when the spacing unit is subject to a State pooling order after the date of first sale, then the
effective date of the agreement may be the effective date of the order.” 43 C.F.R. § 3105.2-3(b)
(2013) (emphasis added). A plain reading of this language directly shows that a spacing order
entered after the first date of production does not preclude agreements.

Additionally, BLM’s manuals provide guidance on when cooperative agreements may
become effective. The manual says that a communitization agreement

may be formed at any time before or after the commencement of drilling
operations. . . . The [communitization agreement] is effective from the date of the
agreement or from the [first] date of . . . production . . ., whichever is earlier, or
in some cases, the effective date may be the same as the effective date of a State
pooling order.

Bureau of Land Mgmt., Dep’t of the Interior, BLM Manual Handbook 3105-1, Cooperative

Conservation Provisions 23 (1994) (emphasis added) (citing 43 C.F.R. 3105.2-3(b)). Another

10



manual that provides more “[d]etailed guidance and procedures for [the BLM’s] approval,” id. at
24, says,

Approved communitization agreements are considered effective from the date of
the agreement or from the [first] date of . . . production from the communitized
parcels, whichever is earlier. An exception to this rule would be when the
spacing unit is force pooled by State order after the date of first sales. In this
instance, the effective date of the communitization agreement may be the
effective date of the order.

BLM Manual § 3160-9.1.D (1988) (emphasis added). Furthermore, the BLM manual anticipates
an operator bringing a well into production before a state enters a spacing order. Id.
§ 3160-9.1(G)(3).

3. Absence of State Spacing. When no applicable State spacing exists, the
authorized [BLM] officer, in approving the [application for a permit to drill],
should notify the operator that once the target formation in the area has been
spaced, the appropriate acreage to be dedicated to the well will be determined and
that a [communitization agreement] may be required at that time if the well is
productive.

Id. Notice the manual does not require the officer to refrain from issuing the permit until after
the spacing, but instead requires only that the officer notify the operator. Furthermore, it
acknowledges that a communitization agreement might come into affect when it is obvious
whether the well is productive or not—Ilogically this would be after the first date of production.
Not one of these laws, rules, or manuals precludes the BLM from participating in a
pooling agreement that starts after first date of production. Furthermore, there is neither a
requirement that the Board backdate a spacing order nor is there a special circumstance justifying

the backdating of the spacing order.
11
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B. BIA’s rules do not require the Board to backdate spacing or pooling orders.

Congress and the BIA’s rules refrain from requiring the Bureaus or the Board to backdate
spacing or pooling orders. Congress gave the BIA discretion in deciding whether to accept a
communitization agreement. Kenai Qil, 671 F.2d at 385 (citing 25 U.S.C. § 396d). The BIA’s
considerations differ from the BLM’s because the BIA must consider more than conservation
principles; instead, it “must take the Indians’ best interests into account when making any

decision involving leases on tribal [or allotted] lands.” Kenai Qil, 671 F.2d at 387; see also 25

C.F.R. §§211.28(a), 212.28(a) (2011) (requiring the BIA to consider the mineral owner’s
interest in addition to conservation policies). The BIA rules discuss what “best interest” means
in the context of accepting communitization agreements.

In considering whether it is “in the best interest of the Indian mineral owner” to
take a certain action (such as approval of a . . . communitization agreement), the
Secretary shall consider any relevant factor, including, but not limited to:
economic considerations, such as date of lease expiration; probable financial
effect on the Indian mineral owner; leasability of land concerned; need for change
in the terms of the existing lease; marketability; and potential environmental,
social, and cultural effects.

25 C.F.R. §§ 211.3, 212.3 (emphasis added). With that in mind, the BIA rules affecting tribal
and allotted lands say,

Unless otherwise provided in the cooperative agreement,] approval of the
agreement commits each lease to the unit in the area covered by the agreement on

" BIA’s rules define “cooperative agreement” to mean “a binding arrangement between two

or more parties purporting to the act of agreeing or of coming to a mutual arrangement that is

12



the date approved by the Secretary or the date of first production, whichever is
earlier, as long as the agreement is approved before the lease expiration date.

Id. §§ 211.28(f), 212.28(f) (emphasis added). First, the plain reading of these subsections permits
the BIA or BLM to provide an exception to the rule because of the “unless” clause. Second, this
subsection addresses only when the leases for tribal or allotted mineral rights are committed to a
unit, and not when private leases commit to the unit—not to mention unleased lands. See id.
§§ 211.3, 212.3 (defining “lease” as “any contract, approved by the Secretary of the Interior
under the [Mineral Leasing] Act . . . that authorize exploration for, extraction of, or removal of
any minerals.”). Third, and finally, if the BIA had meant to require the leases to commit to a unit
by the first date of production, it presumably would have included it in the “as long as” clause
that created a mandatory condition.

Similarly, when the BIA issued its final rule even though the BIA discussed sections
211.28 and 212.28, and comments about them, the Bureau failed to suggest or intimate that these
sections required state spacing or pooling orders to be effective on the first date of production.
Leasing of Tribal Lands for Mineral Development, 61 Fed. Reg. 35,634, 35,637-39, 35,644-45
(July 8, 1996). Note that the BIA does not provide any further guidance to this language in its
manual. See The Indian Affairs Manual, http://bia.gov/WhatWeDo/Knowledge/Directives/IAM/

(last updated Apr. 8, 2014).

accepted by all parties to a transaction (e.g., communitization and unitization).” Id. §§ 211.3,

212.3.

13



After looking at the laws and rules affecting the BLM and BIA, it is difficult to conclude
that cooperative agreements must start on or before the first date of production—unless there is
some internal policy of which the Division is unaware. The best argument for such a conclusion
would be if unlocatables existed and the BLM or BIA conditioned their acceptance on the
unlocatables being force-pooled.” Yet that still falls short of requiring the Board to backdate
spacing or pooling orders because a pooling order could still replace the unlocatables’

acceptance to the agreement, albeit at a date later than first production.

IV.  The prior Board holdings do not justify abandoning the Utah Supreme Court’s
precedent.

Based on representations made in the past that the BLM and BIA required the Board to
retroactively apply spacing orders, there have been a handful of orders backdating spacing orders

to the first date of production. XTO Energy, Inc., Docket No. 2014-003, Cause No. 245-07 (Bd.

of Oil, Gas & Mining Mar. 7, 2014) (noting no objections, prior unit-wide sharing, and tacit

agreement between parties); ConocoPhillips Co., Docket No. 2014-001, Cause No. 243-12 (Bd.

of Oil, Gas & Mining Mar. 7, 2014) (noting Division support, no objections, prior unit-wide

2 Indeed, the BLM manual anticipates this situation. BLM Manual § 3160-9.1.F (“[A]
communitization agreement signed by the operator and complete in all respects, except for
signatures of all working interest and royalty owners, may be accepted and approved by the
authorized officer when a State order force-pooling such interests in the land s in question is also

submitted.”).

14
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sharing, and finding that the area had once been part of a federal unit); Newfield I, Docket No.
2012-013, Cause No. 139-90 (noting Division’s support, BLM’s support, no pertinent objections,

and three working-interest owners’ support); Bill Barrett Corp., Docket No. 2011-019, Cause

No. 139-87 (Bd. of Oil, Gas & Mining Dec. 6, 2011) (noting Division support, BLM statement,
no objection, desire to avoid interference with contracts, and prior unit-wide sharing); Texaco

Exploration & Prod., Inc., Docket No. 99-005, Cause No. 245-1 (Bd. of Oil, Gas & Mining July

7, 1999) (noting Division and BLM support, no objections, and notification sent to royalty and
working interest owners).

The Division has traditionally supported request to backdate a spacing order because of
the representations about federal law and the parties seemed to be united in waiving any injury
they might suffer by asking for backdating. However, after more research in the federal
requirements it will look more carefully in the future. As discussed above, the federal laws do
not require spacing orders be backdated to first date of production before a communitization
agreements can be formed. This conclusion is especially persuasive where, for the first time, the
request to backdate the spacing order is to enable a force-pooling order to predate the original
entry date of a spacing order.

Furthermore, this precedent does not oblige the Board to continue granting retroactive
spacing orders. An agency’s contradiction from prior practice is allowed if the “inconsistency is

justified by a fair and rational basis.” Pentskiff Interpreting Servs. v. Dep’t of Health, 2013 UT

App 156, 9 3, 305 P.3d 214; accord Utah Code Ann. § 63G-4-403(4)(h)(iii).

15



V. The law of capture allows parties to waive their right to production, but it might be
safer for the Board to not get involved.

Because the spacing order’s effective date should be the same day it was originally
entered and because the law of capture governs unspaced lands, the mineral owners of the tracts
containing the Nickerson and Odekirk wells are entitled to the law-of-capture production, which
predated the spacing order. These mineral owners captured the resource before their neighbors
took the opportunity to offset drill or obtain spacing and pooling orders. The neighbors’ failure
to protect their interest waived their right in the production. Therefore, the mineral owners of the
tracts containing the Nickerson and Odekirk have the sole right in the rule-of-capture production
and its proceeds.

Admittedly, these owners may waive their rights and give or share production to the other
owners of the spaced section in an effort to be friendly neighbors; however, to do so does not
require the Board’s involvement. The owners are free to form their own agreements with their
neighbors. And if the Board’s order is not necessary for the parties to reach the end they seek,
maybe the best course of action is to step aside and let the parties work it out themselves. As the
Utah Supreme Court said, in Hegarty, “a good law, like a good parent, does nothing for a person
that he or she can do independently . . ..” 2002 UT 82, §40. The Board could continue to be
involved and acknowledge the mineral interest owners waiving their rights, but where there is a
risk of disturbing property rights under a pending forced-pooling request, see Cowling, 830 P.2d

at 227, the more safe approach would be to not.

16
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Noteworthy, for the Odekirk well, an agreement may be difficult to obtain because a
mineral owner entitled to rule-of-capture production remains unlocatable, so there is at least one
mineral owner who does not agree to waive their rights. Importantly, this difficulty in forming
an agreement does not justify force-pooling their rule-of-capture, pre-spaced production because
even unlocatables are entitled to production proceeds. Utah Code Ann. § 40-6-9 (requiring
producers to hold proceeds in escrow while a party is unlocatable). However, all production
after the May 9, 2012 spacing order, is subject to a retroactive pooling order—assuming that all

other requirements have been satisfied.

CONCLUSION

Respectfully, the Board should deny Newfield’s request because of the Cowling
precedent, the lack of a federal requirement to do so, and out of a respect of the individual’s right
to reach a private agreement without the board’s involvement. To do otherwise might expose the
board to risks of unduly disrupting people’s property rights.

TH
RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED this " day of April, 2014.
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Bryce Fairbanks
4747 Ichabod Place
Salt Lake City, UT 84117



Heirs or Devisees of

Carolyn C. Mollinet

¢/o Mitzi Netelbeek

6306 S Jamestown Court

Salt Lake City, UT 84121
[Address updated 3/28/2014]

Cathie Iverson
2005 Covered Wagon Drive
Plano, TX 75074

Chalfant, Inc.
P.O.Box 3123
Midland, TX 79702

Charlotte Anne South
10505 N. 178th Ave.
Waddell, AZ 85355

Cindy Marie Wiser
3516 W. Barnfield Way
West Valley City, UT 84119

Craig Gunderson
505 5th Ave. NW, Apt. 2
Austin, MN 55912-2374

Curtis Benson
8285 210th St.
Cadott, WI 54727-5517
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Carol Wollum
13103 182nd Ave. SE
Snohomish, WA 98290-8629

Cathy Schumacher
6001 187th Ave. E.
Bonney Lake, WA 98391-8890

Charles R. Tierce
401 West Texas Ave., Ste. 425
Midland, TX 79701

Christina Shavanaux Shepard
Tina Shepard, POA

P.O. Box 662

Burley, ID 83318-0662

Clara L. Biltz
10173 Bolton Court
South Jordan, UT 84095

Clifford Iverson
13800 Perkinson Dr.
Chester, VA 23836

Crescent Point Energy U.S. Corp.
Attn: Ryan Waller

555 17th St., Ste. 750
Denver, CO 80202-3905



Dale C. Larsen Darrell Wayne Hanson, Jr.

410 E. Lagoon St. 12909 Jaymel Ln.

P.O. Box 878 Oklahoma City, OK 73170-6600
Roosevelt, UT 84066-0878

David Gallagher Deborah L. Calhoun
5669 Hwy. 30 W. 317 Milwaukee Blvd. S.
The Dalles, OR 97058 Pacific, WA 98047-1318
Debra Kay Hanson Reagan Debra Wong

920 Oak Park Dr. 3570 Norwalk Place
Choctaw, OK 73020-7558 Fairfield, CA 94534

Dee G. Fairbanks Dennis W. Wollum

25 Andora Cir. 7472 Road F SE, Trlr 3
Oroville, CA 95966-9511 Othello, WA 99344-8604
Donald A. Kirk Donald Gallagher

2511 E. Park Circle P.O. Box 60091

Salt Lake City, UT 84109 Renton, WA 98058
Douglas E. Miller Dorothy J. Bush

4891 Valkyrie Dr. 1913 Clermont St.
Boulder, CO 80301 Denver, CO 80220
Donald R. Wollum Douglas Larry Fairbanks
P.O. Box 14 40 E. Burgundy Ln.
Pacific, WA 98047-0014 Midway, UT 84049-6993
Douglas Voy Fairbanks Douglas Wayne Romney
915 East 2900 North 2455 Via Sonoma, Unit F
Logan, UT 84321 Palm Springs, CA 92264
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Ellen Deitrick
2631 Creek Arbor Cir.
Houston, TX 77084

Edna J. Lopez
5535S.5180 W.
Kearns, UT 84118

Eva M. Hullinger
1644 W. 500 N.
Vernal, UT 84078

Frank Tanner Revocable Tr
2310 Pelota
Cortez, CO 81321

Fred C. Schmednecht
605 Wabash Place
Hobart, IN 46342

Gary Gunderson
2021 N. Slappey Blvd., Pmb 130
Albany, GA 31701-1001

Gary Hullinger
934 S. Park Row St.
Salt Lake City, UT 84105-1716

George G. Staley
P.O. Box 1556
Midland, TX 79702

Gretchen Fluhart
1650 Darling St.
Ogden, UT 84403
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E. Bruce Linke
8341 So. Upham Way, #104
Littleton, CO 80128-6346

Eddie H. Linke, a/k/a Edwin Henry
Linke II

P.O. Box 405

Granby, CO 80446

Elaine M. Kane
121 Dwight Avenue
Joliet, IL 60436

Frances E. Reynolds
P.O. Box 1772
Roosevelt, UT 84066

Fred Fairbanks
2784 S. 2700 E.
Salt Lake City, UT 84109-2061

Fred J. Orr
5040 Acoma Street
Denver, CO 80216

Gary Paul Wollum
P.O. Box 14
Pacific, WA 98047

Gregory Lowe
5409 Foot Hills Dr.
Berthoud, CO 80513

Glen A. Snyder
697 S. 1550 E.
Spanish Fork, UT 84660-2726



Hansen Oil Properties LP
P.O. Box 291275
Kerrville, TX 78029

Suzan Kedzie

Heir of Joanne Highsmith
720 N. Jackson St.
Clinton, IL 61727

Adam Lorr Celaya
Heir of Varge Celaya
663 Stadium Ave.
Provo, UT 84604

Jason Wayne Celaya

Heir of Varge Celaya

486 W Pacific Dr., #3
American Fork, UT 84003

Jillian Celaya Harding
Heir of Varge Celaya
436 E. Blaine Ave.

Salt Lake City, UT 84115

Lisa Celaya Prewett
Heir of Varge Celaya
120 Juniper Ave.
Atwater, CA 95301

James Dean Fairbanks
(no valid address disclosed)
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Gwen Funk Goodrich
Craig Funk, POA

2325 Fieldstone
Drammon, ID 83401-5852

Heirs to the Estate of Steven Hullinger
(no valid address disclosed)

Heirs of Daniel Wollum
(no valid address disclosed)

Becky J. Stauffer

Heir of Marjorie Iverson
PO Box 24

Lewisville, MN 56060
[Address Updated 4/4/14]

Chelsea Celaya Bell
Heir of Varge Celaya
1202 Sun River Dr.
Riverton, UT 84065

Jessica Celaya Roberts
Heir of Varge Celaya
6648 W. 10030 N.
Highland, UT 84003

Lance Martin Celaya
Heir of Varge Celaya
9600 Forest Lane, #1102
Dallas, TX 75243



James F. Deal
304 Reservoir Rd.
Beckley, WV 25801

Jennie Lynn Romney
1732 Sarazen St.
Beaumont, CA 92223

James W. Miller
1536 Saltbrush Ridge Road
Highlands Ranch, CO 80126

Joellen Celaya Reardon
P.O. Box 401

Manila, UT 84046
[Undeliverable]

Jerry N. Mascarenas
175 N. 100 W.
Toole, UT 84074

Johnny L. Diaz
420 E. 700 S.,# 11-13
Roosevelt, UT 84066-3403

Jonathan Lee Fairbanks
P.O. Box 122
Burson, CA 95225

Julia P. Ochsner
725 N. 102nd St.
Seattle, WA 98133
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Varge Anthony George Celaya
Heir of Varge Celaya

29 Corbett Ct.

Napa, CA 94558

James E. Anderson
15304 Willowbrook Ln.
Morrison, CO 80465-2243

James O. Breene, Jr.
3320 S. Clayton Blvd.
Englewood, CO 80113

Jeffery Lowe

c¢/o Gretchen Fluhart
1650 Darling St.
Ogden, UT 84403

Jerome Benson
1003 Priddy St.
Bloomer, WI 54724-1345

Jody F. Diaz

5161 W. Silvertip Dr.

Kearns, UT 84118-6624
[Address updated 3/28/2014]

John Gallagher
P.O. Box 736
Cle Elum, WA 98922

Joseph George Fairbanks
3842 West 5675 South
Roy, UT 84067-8153



Julie Iverson
1318 Brentwood Dr.
Round Lake Beach, IL. 60073

Karen Hammerquist
2105 E. Kentucky Dr.
Nampa, ID 83651

Kendall L. Scholes
3893 State Rd. 121
Roosevelt, UT 84066-4737

Katherine Iverson Tollefsrud
19497 Stratford Dr.
Spring Grove, MN 55974

Kirt Gunderson Fairbanks

Pmb 1040

HC 82 Box 1146

Duck Creek Village UT 84762-8201
[Address updated 3/28/2014]

Leslie Marie Hunting
(no valid address disclosed)

Liisa Frei

2164 W. 1230 No

St. George, UT 84770
[Address updated 3/28/2014]

Lorraine L. Nickerson Rev Tr Dtd
5/17/90

P.O. Box 327

Oakley, UT 84055
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Julie Ann McManis

4698 Bluewater St SE
Southport, NC 28461-8729
[Address updated 3/28/2014]

June Richardson
228 E. 1864 S.
Orem, UT 84058-7839

Kathleen Kearney Beck
N6357 1323 Street
Prescott, WI 54021

Kevin Hullinger
P.O. Box 367
Mona, UT 84645-0367

Keystone Oil & Gas LLC
950 S. Garfield St.
Denver, CO 80209-5006

Legends Exploration, L.P.
5851 San Felipe St., Ste. 760
Houston, TX 77057-8015

Leroy Amos Diaz
5535 S.5180 W.
Kearns, UT 84118

Lillija Contos
2560 Buchanan Ave.
Ogden, UT 84401



Lou Jean Weston
P.O. Box 84
Cave City, AR 72521

Lynn Edward Hullinger
2630 Ridgeview Rd.
Paris, TX 75460-3323

Margie Ruth Ware
1515 E. Spring Gate Dr.
Holladay, UT 84117-6893

Mark Fairbanks
3123 E. La Veta Ave.
Orange, CA 92869-5151

Marlys Iverson Egge
802 E. 3540 S. Cir.
St. George, UT 84790

Mary Lynn Carey
3516 W. Barnfield Way

West Valley City, UT 84119

Mary Elizabeth Woodland
1885 Main St.
Pomeroy, WA 99347-5001

[Address updated 3/24/2014]

Matthew Fairbanks Kirk
1467 Devonshire Drive
Salt Lake City, UT 84108

26

Lurene Wilkinson
2912 Oakhurst Dr.
Salt Lake City, UT 84108

Lohua Odekirk
P.O. Box 796

Hot Springs, MT 59845-0796

Lynn Fairbanks
12566 S. Blacksmith Ln.
Draper, UT 84020-8836

Marie Papa
3547 Oro Banger Hwy.
Oroville, CA 95966

Marlene Renee Moore
3766 Gullane Rd.

Eagle Mountain, UT 84005-5154

Marva D. Taylor
110 Valley View Ct.
Dayton, WA 99328
[Undeliverable]

Melinda Pauli
1035 Banbury
Napa, CA 94558

Matthew Benson, Sr.
608 W. Stacy Ct.
Cadott, WI 54727



Max Kent Fairbanks
428 Country Club
Stansbury Park, UT 84074-9665

Michael Gallagher
P.O. Box 23
Manson, WA 98831

Michael Lowe

PO Box 750337

Torrey, UT 84775-0337
[Address Updated 4/1/14]

Moon Brothers, LLC

Karen Moon Peterson, Manager
498 East 900 North

Orem, UT 84097

O’Brien Production Inc.
3000 N. Garfield, Ste. 205
Midland, TX 79705-6461

Paul N. Mascarenas
P.O. Box 203
Ft. Duchesne, UT 84026

Pat Wells
2895 S. Florence Cir.
Salt Lake City, UT 84109-2101

Peggy J. Webster Wilson
P.O. Box 52467
Midland, TX 79710

27

Max D. Odekirk
Brgy Iwa Ilaya Iloilo
Pototan 5008
Phillippines

Michael Benson
1902 63rd St.
Eau Claire, WI 54703-6855

Mina Marie Hulbert Atri
1911 NW Sloop P1.
Seattle, WA 98117-5607

Milton Gale Larsen and Darlene Larsen,

JT
317 S. 400 E.
St. George, UT 84770-3702

Norman Lee Kearney
N6357 1323 Street
Prescott, WI 54021

Norma Jean Crockett
1705 W. West Ave.
Fullerton, CA 92833-3808

Orin Nelson Romney III
10267 E. Watson Dr.
Tucson, AZ 85730

Pauline Poulson

408 E 300 S

St. George, UT 84770
[Address Updated 4/4/14]



Quirt Energy Resources LLC
P.O. Box 129
Emmetsburg, IA 50536

R W Linke LLC
2600 Utica St.
Denver, CO 80212-3008

Ray and Donna West Living Trust
Earl Ray and Donna F. West, Ttees

3107 Metz Dr.
Midland, TX 79701

Richard Paul Hullinger
P.O. Box 1424

Alturas, CA 96101-1424
[Undeliverable]

Richard C. Odekirk
8902 SW Van Olinda Rd.
Vashon, WA 98070-3923

Richard Frank Fairbanks Estate
5155 W. Oak Point Drive
Bluffdale, UT 84065

Rinda Colleen Romney
1705 W. West Ave.
Fullerton, CA 92833

Robert James Fairbanks
12410 Overcrest Dr., Apt. 1
Yucaipa, CA 92399
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Patrece Mueller
3036 Old Orchard Rd.
Eau Claire, WA 54703-6602

Preston Fairbanks Kirk
1180 Sunset Hollow Drive
Bountiful, UT 84010

Randy Gunderson
1101 S. Cherry Ln.
Holmen, WI 54636-8710

Rae Ann Alldredge
280 E. 500 S.
Fillmore, UT 84631-2026

Ren L. Fairbanks
3312 Penzance Ave.
Chico, CA 95973-8009

Ricky Hullinger
615 S. 1200 W.
Salt Lake City, UT 84104

Richard Fairbanks
6193 W. Argo Cir.
Highland, UT 84003-3691

Richard R. Odekirk
188 S. 800 E.
Bountiful, UT 84010



Robert Malaska
6123 21st Ave. Ne
Tacoma, WA 98422-1366

Roden Oil Company
P.O. Box 10909
Midland, TX 79702-7909

Roxann Fairbanks Forbush
1686 E. Ensign Pl.

Cottonwood Heights, UT 84121-4703

Robert Eugene Schulte, Jr.
920 S. 500 E., Apt, 20
Roosevelt, UT 84066

Rueben C. Iverson
528 Sklark Dr.
Sebring, FL 33875-6232

Russell Wayne Odekirk
3221 Victory Cir.
Gardnerville, NV 89410-7070

Ryan David Hilkey
5699 W. Darle Ave., Apt. 8
West Valley City, UT 84128-2619

Scott Benson
112 John St.
Chippewa Falls, WI 54729-1323
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Rodney Lee Hilkey
15277 Monaco St.
Brighton, CO 80602

Robert Alan Lawson
P.O. Box 695
Florence, TX 76527-0695

Robert L. Fairbanks

c/o Sheryl Poulsen

7190 S. 2870 E.

Salt Lake City, UT 84121-4212

Roberta Ann Atteridge Wofford
7775 SE Blakeview Dr.
Port Orchard, WA 98366-8515

Rodney Alan Knight
P.O. Box 454
Delta Junction, AK 99737

Roxanne Iverson Schnitzler
3132 Scenic River Rd.
Decorah, 1A 52101-7783

Rulon B. and Mary Lynn F. Burningham

Tr

Mary Lynn Burningham, Ttee
4327 S. Hidden Quail Cir.
Holladay, UT 84124-3600

Ruth Ellen Riggs
890 W. 3200 S.
Nibley, UT 84321-6340



Seguro Investments LL.C
6001 W. Industrial Ave.
Midland, TX 79706-2841

Sheri Woolley
Box 594
Lucerne Valley, CA 92356

Spencer Fairbanks Kirk
2595 Haven Lane
Holladay, UT 84117

Steven Douglas Knight
20695 East Ida Circle
Aurora, CO 80015

Sue Borndholdt
P.O. Box 91
Ostrander, MN 55961-0091

Suzanne Kirk Hawker
2970 Sherwood Drive
Salt Lake City, UT 84108

Teaonna Morton

Shantel Hurd-Morton, Guardian
13227 SE 212th Street

Kent, WA 98042
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Scott Knight
13775 W. Baltic Drive
Lakewood, CO 80228

Sharon Odekirk

11955 S. 1000 E

Sandy, UT 84094

[Address updated 3/28/2014]

Sparks Tax Free Trust

Nancy K. and David Alan Sparks,
Co-Ttees

5804 Cranston PL

Midland, TX 79707-5025
[Address updated 3/28/2014]

Steven Jay Lawson
9350 Four Wheel Dr.
Loveland, CO 80537-9630

Susann Marie Hanson Nettleton
805 Hickory Dir.
Choctaw, OK 73020-6986

Tamra L. Hughes
13831 37th Ave. S
Tukwila, WA 98168-4011

Ted & Denise Fairbanks Tr

Dtd 11/23/99

Sterling & Denise Fairbanks, Ttees
1250 Nunneley Road

Paradise, CA 95969



Terese L. Hansen
10864 N. 5870 W.
Highland, UT 84003-9487

Theodore M. Fergeson
P.O. Box 2558
Midland, TX 79702

Thomas M. Fairbanks
1318 Broadmoor Dr. East
Seattle, WA 98112

Utah School and Institutional Trust
Lands Administration

Attn: LaVonne Garrison

675 East 500 South, Suite 500

Salt Lake City, UT 84102-2818

Unitex Holdings LL.C
310 W. Wall St., Suite 503
Midland, TX 79701

Ute Tribe of Uintah and Ouray Indian
Reservation

Energy & Minerals Dept.

P.O. Box 70

Ft. Duchesne, UT 84026

Veleda C. Wells
HCR 65 Box 769
McKinnon, WY 82938
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Teri Marek
62 Baldwin Lane
Port Ludlow, WA 98365

Theodore R. Evans Trust B UWD
4/25/97

David R. Evans, Ttee

765 Blue Creek Rd.

Clarkesville, GA 30523

Thomas M. Weinerth
777 Mine Road
Lasqueti Is BC VOR 2J0
Canada

Tony Sam Colonno
4590 Knights Bridge Rd.
Taylorsville, UT 84129

Ute Distribution Corporation
P.O. Box 696
Roosevelt, UT 84066

Van Celaya

488 W. Bountiful Way
Saratoga Springs, UT 84045
[Undeliverable]

Vicki Jo Parmentier
1733 12th St.
Oroville, CA 95965-3102



Wanda Wollum
5527 Via La Mesa, Unit A
Laguna Woods, CA 92637-6919

William F. Roden Bypass Trust
Gerald J. Hertel, Ttee

Van T. Tettleton, AIF

P.O. Box 10909

Midland, TX 79702

Bureau of Land Management
Vernal Field Office

Attn: Jerry Kenczka

170 South 500 East

Vernal, UT 84078

Warren Fairbanks Kirk
2511 E. Park Circle
Salt Lake City, UT 84109

William H. Odekirk
26041 119th Drive SE
Kent, WA 98030




